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Status of Application: RESPONSE TO NON-FINAL 
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EXAMINER 
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(4) . 

Time: Approximately 5:30pm 



□ Applicant's representative) 
El No 

Parti. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 
Office Action mail date 3/22/2006 

Claims discussed: 

Claims 1-6,9-14, 18, 19 and 23-30 

Prior art documents discussed: 

Jones (U.S. Pat #6,965,411), Chapman (U.S. Pat $6,511,207), and Nakatani (U.S. Pat $5,083,147) 
Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 

See Continuation Sheet 

Part III. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 



All Participants: 



(1) Carramah J. Quiett, Patent Examiner . 

(2) Kenneth Ohriner. Applicant's Attorney . 
Date of Interview: 17 August 2006 

Type of Interview: 

Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant 

Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes 
If Yes, provide a brief description: 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: Examiner 
Quiett called Atty. Ohriner to discuss allowable subject matter for the present application. Examiner told the Attorney 
that she could not allow 1-6 and 9-1 1 as indicated in the previous Office Action due to new grounds of rejection (i.e. 
Chapman in view of Nakatani). Examiner Quiett also stated the reasons why she maintains the rejection for claims 24- 
27 and 29 as anticipated by Jones. Claim 30 will be objected to as well as claim 28. At this time, Examiner Quiett has 
found claims 12-14, 18-19 and 23 to be allowable. However, an agreement was not reached because the Applicant 
was not accessible to the Attorney. . 



